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submitted as such to the Postal Service
by a Product/Service Provider.

Section 502.30 Provider Infrastructure
(published in the Federal Register of
March 28, 1997, on page 14842,
incorrectly references the Information
Based Indicia Program Product/Service
Provider Infrastructure Specifications.
The first sentence of § 502.30 is hereby
corrected as follows: ‘‘The Provider
must establish and maintain an interface
to USPS systems.’’

These proposed regulation changes
are not intended to change any of the
current published requirements for the
approval and distribution of postage
meters (closed systems).

The rest of the document was correct
as published.
Stanley F. Mires,
Chief Counsel, Legislative.
[FR Doc. 97–12268 Filed 5–9–97; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7710–12–U

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Parts 60, 63, 260, 261, 264, 265,
266, 270, and 271

[FRL–5824–3]

Revised Technical Standards for
Hazardous Waste Combustion
Facilities; Correction

ACTION: Notice of data availability;
correction.

SUMMARY: The Environmental Protection
Agency published a notice of data
availability and invitation for comment
in the Federal Register of May 2, 1997,
on the following information pertaining
to the proposed revised standards for
hazardous waste combustors (61 FR
17358 (April 19, 1996)): Report on the
status of setting national emission
standards for hazardous air pollutants
(NESHAPS) based on the revised
emissions database; report on the
selection of pollutants and source
categories, including area and major
sources; report on the status of various
implementation issues, including
compliance dates, compliance
requirements, performance testing, and
notification and reporting requirements;
and report on the status of permit
requirements, including waste
minimization incentives. The notice
inadvertently omitted four paragraphs
and contained six incorrect numbers.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Larry Denyer, Office of Solid Waste
(5302W), U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, 401 M Street, SW., Washington,
DC 20460, 703–308–8770, e-mail
address: denyer.larry@epamail.epa.gov.

Correction

In the Federal Register issue of May
2, 1997, in FR Vol. 62, No. 85, insert the
following four paragraphs of text
between the last paragraph on page
24240 and the first paragraph on page
24241:

Option 1: Eliminate DRE Testing
Except for Potentially Problematic
Sources. Under this option, DRE testing
would be waived for all sources, except
those that are considered to be
potentially problematic—sources that
inject hazardous waste into the
combustor at locations other than the
flame zone. Thus, for example, the
source discussed above that injected
waste into an unfired afterburner (and
failed to achieve 99.99% DRE at low CO
and HC levels) would be required to
perform DRE testing under this option.

Option 2: Single DRE Test for All
Sources or Only for Potentially
Problematic Sources. Under this option,
either all or only potentially
problematic sources (as defined above)
would be required to perform a single
DRE test, unless the facility undergoes
a major modification of pollution
control equipment, process change, or
waste feed composition that could
significantly affect combustion
performance. We request comment on
how to determine when such a change
is about to occur and thus trigger the
need for a DRE test. One approach is to
rely on the requirements for applying
for a revised Title V or RCRA permit
modification (Class 2 or 3) to identify
changes warranted a DRE re-test.

Option 3: Periodic DRE Testing for All
Sources or Only for Potentially
Problematic Sources. Under this option,
all or specific sources must perform a
periodic demonstration of DRE.
Potential frequencies under
consideration are a five, ten or twenty
year frequency. The purpose of these
tests would be to confirm that the unit
is still achieving a high level of
combustion performance over the life of
the unit. As for option 2, a DRE test
would have to be performed at any time
that a major change to the facility
occurred that could significantly affect
combustion performance.

The Agency specifically invites
comment on these options for waiving
DRE testing. In addition, note that these
options are not mutually exclusive.

Correction

In the Federal Register issue of May
2, 1997, in FR Vol. 62, No. 85, on page
24232, in the last paragraph, in two
different sentences, correct the number
15 to read: 20.

Correction

In the Federal Register issue of May
2, 1997, in FR Vol. 62, No. 85, on page
24232, in the last paragraph, correct the
number 33 to read: 47.

Correction

In the Federal Register issue of May
2, 1997, in FR Vol. 62, No. 85, on page
24233, in the first partial paragraph,
correct the number 15 to read: 20.

Correction

In the Federal Register issue of May
2, 1997, in FR Vol. 62, No. 85, on page
24233, in the third full paragraph,
correct the number 15 to read: 20.

Correction

In the Federal Register issue of May
2, 1997, in FR Vol. 62, No. 85, on page
24233, in the third full paragraph,
correct the number 33 to read: 47.

Dated: May 5, 1997.
Elizabeth Cotsworth,
Acting Director, Office of Solid Waste.
[FR Doc. 97–12377 Filed 5–9–97; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 63

[AD–FRL–5824–5]

National Emission Standards for
Hazardous Air Pollutants: Source
Category List

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Advance notice of proposed
rulemaking (ANPR).

SUMMARY: The Clean Air Act (Act)
requires the EPA to list (for regulation
under section 112 of the Act) all
categories of major sources of hazardous
air pollutants (HAP’s), and categories of
area sources if they present a threat of
adverse effects to human health or the
environment. The EPA has listed many
sources categories, but has yet to list or
regulate research and development
(R&D) facilities. Today’s notice provides
advance notice that the EPA intends to
list R&D, and solicits comments and
information on the best way to list and
regulate such sources.
DATES: Comments. Comments must be
received on or before June 11, 1997.
ADDRESSES: Comments. Comments
should be submitted (in duplicate) to:
Air and Radiation Docket and
Information Center (6102), Attention:
Docket No. A–97–11, U.S.
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Environmental Protection Agency, 401
M Street, SW, Washington, DC 20460.

Docket. Docket No. A–97–11 is
available for public inspection and
copying from 8:00 a.m. to 5:30 p.m.
Monday through Friday, at the EPA’s
Air and Radiation Docket and
Information Center, Waterside Mall,
Room M–1500, Ground Floor, 401 M
Street SW, Washington, DC 20460. A
reasonable fee may be charged for
copying.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
information concerning this ANPR,
contact Mr. Mark Morris at (919) 541–
5416, Organic Chemicals Group,
Emission Standards Division (MD–13),
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,
Research Triangle Park, North Carolina
27711.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The Clean
Air Act (Act) requires that EPA evaluate
and control emissions of hazardous air
pollutants (HAP’s). The control of
HAP’s is achieved through
promulgation of emission standards
under section 112 of the Act for sources
that emit HAP’s. The Act requires the
EPA to publish a list of all categories
and subcategories of sources of HAP’s.
This list is required to be revised (no
less often than every 8 years), if
appropriate, in response to public
comment or new information. The EPA
published an initial list of source
categories on July 16, 1992. The list was
last revised on June 14, 1996 (correction
notice on July 18, 1996).

Section 112(c)(7) of the Act requires
the EPA to ‘‘establish a separate
category covering research or laboratory
facilities, as necessary to assure the
equitable treatment of such facilities.’’
Such language was included in the Act
because Congress was concerned that
research and laboratory facilities should
not arbitrarily be included in
regulations that cover manufacturing
operations. The Act defines research or
laboratory facility as ‘‘any stationary
source whose primary purpose is to
conduct research and development into
new processes and products, where
such source is operated under the close
supervision of technically trained
personnel and is not engaged in the
manufacture of products for commercial
sale in commerce, except in a de
minimis manner.’’

The EPA has interpreted the Act as
requiring the listing of R&D major
sources. It is clear from section 112(c)(7)
of the Act that Congress intended for
R&D to receive special treatment. The
EPA has interpreted this section of the
Act as requiring the creation of a
separate category for R&D (as necessary
to ensure equitable treatment of such

facilities); the EPA does not believe this
section of the Act provides the Agency
with discretion regarding whether to list
R&D major sources. The EPA welcomes
other interpretations (with legal basis)
regarding the discretion of the EPA in
listing R&D major sources.

Research and development (R&D) is
performed at many sources which are
already included in listed source
categories. For example, R&D is
performed in the synthetic organic
chemical manufacturing industry
(SOCMI), an industry which is
addressed by the Hazardous Organic
NESHAP (HON). The HON does not
apply to R&D operations, regardless of
whether they are located on the same
site as a commercial chemical
manufacturing process. In the preamble
to the proposed HON rule, the EPA
stated it had limited information on the
operations of R&D facilities and the
appropriate controls for them. The EPA
stated it was uncertain how to structure
a standard for R&D facilities, and
concluded it would be appropriate to
establish a separate source category
covering R&D facilities to ensure
equitable treatment of them. For reasons
similar to those given in the HON, R&D
has been exempted from other
NESHAP’s.

The EPA is now considering adding
major R&D sources to the source
category list. The term ‘‘major source’’ is
defined as any stationary source or
group of stationary sources located
within a contiguous area and under
common control that emits or has the
potential to emit (considering controls),
in the aggregate, 10 tons per year or
more of any HAP or 25 tons per year of
any combination of HAP’s. Sources that
emit HAP’s in amounts smaller than
those of a major source are called area
sources.

Language in the Act specifying special
treatment of R&D facilities (section
112(c)(7)), along with language in the
legislative history of the Act, suggests
that Congress considered inequitable
subjecting the R&D facilities of an
industry to a standard designed for the
commercial production processes of that
industry. The application of such a
standard may be inappropriate because
the wide range of R&D operations and
sizes, and the frequent changes in R&D
operations, may be significantly
different from the typically large and
continuous production processes.

The Act requires the EPA to list all
categories of major sources of HAP’s,
and categories of area sources if they
present a threat of adverse effects to
human health or the environment. The
EPA has no information indicating there
are major or area R&D sources that are

required to be listed and regulated,
other than those associated with sources
already included in listed source
categories. Although the EPA is not
aware of other R&D sources that need to
be added to the source category list,
such sources may exist, and the EPA is
seeking information about them. For
example, what Federal, State, or private
research facilities, hospitals,
universities, military facilities, etc.
require listing?

Since R&D is performed in many
different industries, the EPA is
considering various ways of listing and
addressing R&D. R&D major sources
could be listed as one category covering
all R&D operations in all industries.
However, it may be difficult in this case
to develop standards general enough for
the variety of sources, and to ensure the
standards are consistent with the
minimum control requirements
(‘‘floors’’) required by the Act. R&D
could also be listed as several (or many)
different source categories to account for
the significant differences between
sources. The source categories already
listed could provide a guide for listing
the R&D sources of the associated
industries, that is, for each listed source
category, a corresponding source
category for R&D operations could be
listed.

The EPA is seeking comments on the
advantages and disadvantages of the
different ways to list R&D facilities
described above, as well as any other
options for listing. The EPA is also
seeking information on R&D sources so
it can assess the most reasonable and
practical way to list and regulate R&D.
Such information includes descriptions
of R&D processes, magnitude of HAP
emissions and methods of HAP
emission estimation, emission controls
and their costs, and any existing State
or local regulations that may apply to
R&D facilities. The EPA also invites any
trade groups associated with R&D
operations to provide information and
participate in the process of listing and
regulating R&D.

Electronic Submission of Comments
Comments may be submitted

electronically by sending electronic
mail (e-mail) to: a-and-r-
docket@epamail.epa.gov. Electronic
comments must be submitted as an
ASCII file, avoiding the use of special
characters and any form of encryption.
Comments will also be accepted on
diskette in WordPerfect 5.1 or ASCII file
format. All comments in electronic form
must be identified by the docket number
A–97–11. No Confidential Business
Information (CBI) should be submitted
through e-mail. Electronic comments
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may be filed online at many Federal
Depository Libraries.

Administrative Requirements

Because today’s notice is not a rule or
a proposed rule, the EPA has not
prepared an economic impact analysis
pursuant to section 317 of the Act, a
regulatory flexibility analysis pursuant
to the Regulatory Flexibility Act, or a
written statement under section 202 of
the Unfunded Mandates Act of 1995.
Also, this notice does not contain any
information collection requirements
and, therefore, is not subject to the
Paperwork Reduction Act.

Under Executive Order 12866 [58 FR
5173 (October 4, 1993)], the EPA must
determine whether the regulatory action
is ‘‘significant’’ and therefore subject to
Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) review and the requirements of
the Executive Order. The Executive
Order defines ‘‘significant regulatory
action’’ as one that is likely to result in
standards that may:

(1) Have an annual effect on the
economy of $100 million or more or
adversely affect, in a material way, the
economy, a sector of the economy,
productivity, competition, jobs, the
environment, public health or safety, or
State, local, or tribal governments or
communities;

(2) Create a serious inconsistency or
otherwise interfere with an action taken
or planned by another agency;

(3) Materially alter the budgetary
impact of entitlement, grants, user fees,
or loan programs or the rights and
obligations of recipients thereof; or

(4) Raise novel legal or policy issues
arising out of legal mandates, the
President’s priorities, or the principles
set forth in the Executive Order.

Pursuant to the terms of the Executive
Order, the OMB has notified the EPA
that it considers this a ‘‘significant
regulatory action’’ within the meaning
of the Executive Order. The EPA
submitted this action to the OMB for
review. Changes made in response to
suggestions or recommendations from
the OMB were documented and
included in the public record.

List of Subjects

Air pollution control, Hazardous air
pollutants, Research and development,
Environmental protection.

Dated: May 2, 1997.
Richard Wilson,
Acting Assistant Administrator for Air and
Radiation.
[FR Doc. 97–12376 Filed 5–9–97; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 80

[FRL–5825–3]

Regulations of Fuels and Fuel
Additives: Baseline Requirements for
Gasoline Produced by Foreign
Refiners

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Proposed rule; notice of public
hearing.

SUMMARY: This document announces the
time and place for a public hearing
regarding EPA’s proposed rule to revise
the requirements for imported gasoline.
The Agency is proposing that a foreign
refiner could choose to petition EPA to
establish an individual baseline
reflecting the quality and quantity of
gasoline produced at a foreign refinery
in 1990 that was shipped to the United
States. The foreign refiner would be
required to meet the same requirements
relating to the establishment and use of
individual refinery baselines as are met
by domestic refiners. The agency
published this proposed rule in the
Federal Register on May 6, 1997 (See 62
FR 24775 for further information on the
proposal).
DATES: EPA will conduct a public
hearing on the proposed rule from 9:00
a.m. on May 20, 1997, in Washington,
D.C. If you wish to testify at this public
hearing, contact Karen Smith at (202)
233–9674 by Tuesday, May 13, 1997. If
there are no parties interested in
testifying on this proposal, the hearing
will be subject to cancellation without
further notification. If you want to know
if the hearing has been canceled contact
the person named above.
ADDRESSES: The public hearing will be
held from 9:00 a.m. until noon at the
The Wyndham Bristol Hotel, The
Potomac Rooms 2430 Pennsylvania
Avenue, N.W. Washington, D.C. 22037.
If additional time is needed to hear
testimony, the hearing will continue
from 1:00 until 5:00 p.m. in the same
location. Materials relevant to this
document have been placed in Docket
A–97–26. The docket is located at the
Air Docket Section, Mail Code 6102,
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,
401 M Street, SW, Washington, DC
20460, in room M–1500 Waterside Mall.
Documents may be inspected from 8:00
a.m. to 5:30 p.m. A reasonable fee may
be charged for copying docket materials.

Written comments should be
submitted (in duplicate, if possible) to
Air Docket Section, Mail Code 6102,

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,
401 M Street, SW, Washington, DC
20460. A copy should also be sent to
Karen Smith at U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency, Office of Air and
Radiation, 401 M Street, SW (6406J),
Washington, DC 20460.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Karen Smith at U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency Office of Air and
Radiation, 401 M Street, SW (6406J),
Washington, DC 20460, (202) 233–9674.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A copy of
this notice is available on the OAQPS
Technology Transfer Network Bulletin
Board System (TTNBBS) and on the
Office of Mobile Sources’ World Wide
Web cite, http://www.epa.gov/
OMSWWW.

Procedures for Public Participation

A. Comments and the Public Docket
The Agency is proposing that a

foreign refiner could choose to petition
EPA to establish an individual baseline
reflecting the quality and quantity of
gasoline produced at a foreign refinery
in 1990 that was shipped to the United
States. The foreign refiner would be
required to meet the same requirements
relating to the establishment and use of
individual refinery baselines as are met
by domestic refiners. Additional
requirements are also being proposed to
address issues that are unique to
refiners and refineries located outside
the United States, related to tracking the
movement of gasoline from the refinery
to the United States border, monitoring
compliance with the requirements that
apply to parties outside the United
States, and imposition of appropriate
sanctions for violations. EPA is also
proposing that it would monitor the
quality of imported gasoline, and if it
exceeded a specified benchmark, EPA
would apply appropriate remedial
action. EPA is proposing that the
baseline for gasoline imported from
refiners without an individual baseline
would be adjusted to remedy the
exceedance.

Persons with comments containing
propriety information must distinguish
such information from other comments
to the greatest extent and label it as
‘‘Confidential Business Information.’’ If
a person making comments wants EPA
to base the final rule in part on a
submission labeled as confidential
business information, then a non-
confidential version of the document
which summarizes the key data or
information should be placed in the
public docket. Information covered by a
claim of confidentiality will be
disclosed by EPA only to the extent
allowed by the procedures set forth in


